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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a}. In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply Is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 09 January 2006 , 
2a)l3 This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1A-10and 14-19 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)0 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C, § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachnient(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) 0 Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Infomiation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 
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4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) CD Notice of Infomial Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 
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The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,4-10 and 14-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Tomoki (JP 1 1-246733) in view of Foss (US 3679776) or Zucchini 

(US005219961A) or Erickson et al (US006525142B1). 

Tomoki discloses a composition containing a thermoplastic and a block colpolymer 
having an aromatic block which may include AMS. Note the abstract. The 
thermoplastics include acrylates such as PMMA and methylmethacrylate-styrene 
copolymer at paragraph 17 and preferably the ratio of block copolymer to thermoplastic 
may be as high as 50:50 at paragraph 25, within the metes and bounds of the claims. 
Block copolymer molecular weights and aromatic monomer contents are disclosed at 
paragraphs 29 and 32 and are such as to meet the limitation of applicants' component 
"a". Plasticizers are disclosed in paragraph 50, although useful amounts are not. The 
compositions are useful in the automotive field at paragraph 54. The non aromatic 
blocks include dienes at paragraph 47. 
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Applicants claims are now limited to conjugated dienes while Tomoki does not 
specifically disclose that his dienes are conjugated. 

Erickson discloses that butadiene is used as diene in a diene containing polymer due to 
low cost and availability (column 3, lines 13-20)while Foss at column 2, lines 43-46 has 
a similar disclosure for butadiene and isoprene as does Zucchini at column 4, lines 10- 
15. 

Applicants laminates are not disclosed but applicants discussion at the paragraph at the 
top of page 9 of their specification admits that it was known at the time of the invention 
to use laminates in automotive parts. Hence to produce laminates from the composition 
of the reference would have been obvious to a practitioner having an ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention in order to achieve the goal of patentees to produce 
article useful in the auto field absent any showing of surprising or unexpected results. 
With re to the use of applicants amounts of plasticizer, it is not clear that applicants 
claims require plasticizer at all given that the plasticizer is recited to be present at a 
level of less than 0.5 parts based on a, b, and c. However to find the optimum or 
workable amount of plasticizer would have been obvious to a practitioner having an 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention in that it requires only routine 
experimentation to fine the optimum or workable range of a result effective variable, 
absent any showing of surprising or unexpected results. There are no examples in the 
patent of compositions having the specific combination of limitations of applicants 
although such falls within the broad ambit of the patent. However, to choose applicants 
combination of materials from the patent would have been obvious to a practitioner 
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having an ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention in the expectation of 
adequate results, absent any showing of surprising or unexpected results. 
With re to use of butadiene or isoprene of the diene in the primary reference, to do so 
would have been obvious to a practitioner having an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention in the expectation of extending the advantages of the secondary 
reference to the primary reference such as low cost and availability absent any showing 
of surprising or unexpected results. 

Applicant's arguments filed 1-9-05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Paragraph 47 of Tomoki discloses use of dienes a in the non aromatic block 
in addition to isobutene and as set out above isoprene and diene are generally udsed in 
the art as dienes due to low cost and availability. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this OfHce action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, liowever, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jeffrey C. Mullis at 
telephone number 571 272 1075. 



Jeffrey C. Mullis 
J Mullis 
Art Unit 1711 
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